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HUNGARIAN PAPER ACCUSES PROFESSOR QFfBEING A SPY

(The following is the full text of an article by Janos
Bolygo which appeared in the 3 July 1966 issue of the
dally paper of the Patriotic People's Front, Ma ar Nemzet ,

Budapest P Tl
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thing. It wakes possible a better acquaintance with the ituntellec-

tual forces of various countries, .mutual resvect, and creative
. N F] J r

useful cooperation in some questions. It is a qontact which can
disperse ﬁisunderstandings, can resolve rigld prejudiCes, and can
thin out the faebric of distrust. Thus 1t can be of benefit, not
ouly to the couptries involved, but can also countribute to the
peaceful coexistence of different social systems and can thus
serve the cause of peace.

Cultural and scientific exchange is a good thing. If it is
used well. 3Bub iflit is misused, then it becomes the contrary of
what has been said. Amnng the many good exawples there are alsc
strange casesd.

Such, for example, is the following example which began in
Auvgust 1965. It was then that Jouan Michaei Montias, Ameprican ciﬁ-
izen and resident of New Yo?kﬂ arrived in our homeland on the
basis of an exchange agreement between the Hungarian Institute of

Cultural Contac%sand the American Inter-University Committee to
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couduct scientific gtudies as a scholarshlp researcher. Mr Moutias
ié Professor of Econcmice at Yale University in ‘the United States
and the subject of his study was "an exemination of the chief eco=-
nomic factors determining the volume and structure of Hungarian
.foreign trade." Naturally, tbe Professor recelved far-reachlag aid
from the Hungarian State for this, and he received the support and
bospitality of ilunstitutions and éxperﬁs laovolved in this subject.
\ Then‘ Mr Montias begen o work, but his work was quite differ;
ent than that tolwhich the agreement pertalned. He vislted those
ingtitutions %o which he had an invitation and permit and then he
regularly entered institutiocus for vhich he hed received no permit. -
By the middle of January 1966, he had bhonored with his counstant
visits the Natlonal Planaing Office, the Central Statistles Office,
the Economics Sciences.lnsﬁitute, the Business Cycle and Market
Research Institute, the Cowpuitor Technology Iunstitute of the Hungare

ign Academy of Sclences, and cther scientific and research insti-

tutes; In the course 6f his visits, he established contact with
wore then 20 Hungarian economists in important offices. For months,
he went about asking questions, informing himself, but, curicusly,
not about that wbich it was his goal in staying here. Instead of
factors determining the.vglume and structure of Hungariaun foreign

tredey - he tried to obtaln strictly confidential end even secreb
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state documents. Thus, for example, he ssked his Hungarian acguaint-

ances to givelhim & "friendly" Look at the protocols of commercial
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talks conducted with certain friendly countries by the Hungarian

~

State eand documents on our talks pertaining to long range economic

contracts. He was most luterested in various CEMA materials, in

internal questions of the organization and in relations of the
CEMA states to one another. He methodically tried to obtain data
on shipuents, imports,.and exports of the socialist countries which
were of strategic significance.

Thus, the interegt of the professor was considerably broader
than the theme originally announced and authorized. Indeed, it
was g0 broad that_the original theme could berdly be found in
it. Even at the end, he was not interested in that for which he

allegedly came here.

When one of the Huagariaun experts mentioned this wonderingly,
Mr Monties shrugged his shoulders and said that Hungarian foreign
trade was anot too interesting an area for him. In eny case,

there were a number of good publications sppearing which could be

atudied at heme in America.
i Then why did he come here? And why within the framework of
this agreement? It is a strange case. Mr Moutlas, who asked and

'ﬁ . enjoyed the hospitality of Hungary, studied other countries through

Hungary. I might be added that Mr Montias had honored other soce
lalist countries with his research work in previous years and, as

It turned out, always inquired about another country when in one
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of these countriles. And he was always concerned by questions which
the country involved handled secretly and which, for this reason,
could not be learned sbout directly in that country, or atllgast
only with dangere. This scientific method is a curious one.

This “econonic activit}';" has yet ancther aspect which it is
aifficult to explain. The economics professor of Yale University
askaéthe Hungarian economists about guch "economic" questions as
various phenomens or Hungariaﬁ‘internal political and cultural life\
the effect of ithese on public opinion, internal and foreiga political

events of the socialist camp, the travels and visits of certain

politiclans, various questlons about the political life of the soc-
é@’ ialist countries, the probable causes of all these and the "inside

information” , as he called'it, omn certain events.

In any case, "the professor is not exclusively an economics

professor for Yale Unlversity bubt ie also @ member of institutliouns

and organs which study the socializt countries according to various ' F

viewpoints and with varilous metaods. It is well-known that these
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institutions have close contact with the American CIA. Mr Montias

is an expert in that curious and infawmous and we might say doubtful
category which is called in the West "Sovietology” or " kremlinology".
Taus, Mr Montias misused a noble gosl and a goold cause.

; He miéused trust and hospitality. Bub it is worthwﬁile thinking

bow he tried to misuse it. What were those phencmens which he tried

to use and oun which he built? I¢ is cervtain that the attempts of

| | : Bontinued
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Mr Mbntias_Were frugtrated in general in the case of the Hungar=-
ian experts. But it would be an error to remain silent about the
fact that his activity was focilitated to a certain extent bylthe
relaxation, the thoughtless_and irresponsible behavior'of certain
persons, the gossip, the almost childish nailvete, thc lack of vig=
ilance and the lack of civic seli-awvareness, the kowtowing to a
guest from the West, and that petit-bourgeois characteristic which
in the hope of a Western -luvitation, travel, and grents loses fhe
ability to think soberly. One must think about what éort of phe=
nomens and behavior they build on. They do not completely lack

& base, those who like Moutias misuse hoapitality.

Naturally, no one wants to see again the“distorted vigilance"
of former years, the suspicious, distrustful, bad atmosphere. But
it can be Justly expected from every citizen that he will honor the
laws of the state, remember the security and interest of his homeland
and be clear sbout his civie responsibilities and the responsibility
which a responsible position demands of bhim.

The curious case of Mr Moutias warus us that we cannot forget

about vigilance as long as there are guests who are inclined to forget

80 much, and especlally that they are'guestsn
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